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You are hereby notified that on this date, the Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission has caused the
following entry to be made:

The Presiding Officers have reviewed the information filed in this proceeding and have determined
that Verizon North Inc. and Contel of the South, Inc. d/b/a Verizon North Systems (*“Verizon™) should
supplement its testimony as necessary to provide a written response to the following questions. Verizon’s
response should be made part of the record at the Evidentiary Hearing in this Cause:

1. In CF Communication v. FCC, as addressed in TURC Cause 41100, it was determined that LECs
should not assess the interstate Subscriber Line Charge (SLC) to Public Payphones. Why are
interstate SL.Cs still assessed to public payphones today?

2. On page 7 of the Direct Testimony of Terry Dye, he indicates the cost studies were filed in Cause
No. 40830 to support compliance with the FCC Payphone Orders. Please submit the most current
TSLRIC cost studies available indicating direct costs of the payphone services in this case and the
percent overhead and resulting rates. Please include the above information for the following
services:

Flat rated COPT Line, COPT Coin Line, Usage Monthly Rate, Message Rate, Answer Supervision,
Call Screening and International Toll Restriction.

3. What services are included in the monthly "COPT Coin Line" rate ($31.80), as opposed to the
regular flat rate COPT service ($30.18)7

IT IS SO ORDERED. - ‘ 7
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